Individual Consumption, Time Use and their Distribution for the Dutch Population by Leeuwen, van, Bart
  
 University of Groningen




IMPORTANT NOTE: You are advised to consult the publisher's version (publisher's PDF) if you wish to cite from
it. Please check the document version below.
Document Version
Publisher's PDF, also known as Version of record
Publication date:
2019
Link to publication in University of Groningen/UMCG research database
Citation for published version (APA):
Leeuwen, van, B. (2019). Individual Consumption, Time Use and their Distribution for the Dutch Population.
[Groningen]: University of Groningen, SOM research school. https://doi.org/10.33612/diss.102593753
Copyright
Other than for strictly personal use, it is not permitted to download or to forward/distribute the text or part of it without the consent of the
author(s) and/or copyright holder(s), unless the work is under an open content license (like Creative Commons).
Take-down policy
If you believe that this document breaches copyright please contact us providing details, and we will remove access to the work immediately
and investigate your claim.
Downloaded from the University of Groningen/UMCG research database (Pure): http://www.rug.nl/research/portal. For technical reasons the
number of authors shown on this cover page is limited to 10 maximum.
Download date: 11-12-2019
Propositions accompanying the PhD thesis “Individual Consumption, Time Use and their 
Distribution for the Dutch Population” by Bart van Leeuwen 
1) Preference differences between individuals living alone and individuals living with a partner 
explain the difference in their budget allocation(s) over market goods, in particular the larger 
share the latter allocate to leisure expenditure. (Chapter 2) 
2) Living with a partner confers economies of scale in consumption of market goods, which do 
not vary across the household expenditure distribution. (Chapter 2) 
3) Compared to using a traditional couples poverty line using a couples poverty line that 
accounts for intra-household inequality implies reclassifying a substantial share of couples 
from non-poor to poor. (Chapter 2) 
4) The child care subsidy cuts that took place from 2011 to 2013 in the Netherlands 
substantially decreased daycare use by two-earner couples. However, the subsidy cuts did 
not noticeably affect their time use patterns including their time spent providing child care. 
(Chapter 3) 
5) An unintended consequence of reducing daycare subsidies is substitution of formal for 
informal child care. The consequences of these substitution effects on the welfare of children 
and informal care providers are presently unknown.  This is an important topic for future 
research. (Chapter 3) 
6) Household labor supply and daycare use are interdependent decisions which can be 
effectively modelled by  means of a demand system for daycare, other goods and time uses 
subject to rationing. (Chapter 3) 
7) Indifference scales can be used to compare consumption levels of individuals living in 
different types of households. This method results in more meaningful comparisons than 
using equivalence scales for the same purpose, as it avoids interpersonal utility comparisons 
.(Chapter 4) 
8) Individual consumption inequality has fallen significantly between 2009 and 2017 for the 
Dutch population of employed working age adults and their spouses. (Chapter 4) 
9) Individual consumption is distributed significantly more unequally than implied by household 
consumption per equivalent adult. (Chapter 4) 
10) Individual consumption inequality in the Netherlands predominantly reflects inequality 
between households of a given type (singles, childless couples, couples with children). 
(Chapter 4) 
11) “I finally know what distinguishes man from the other beasts: financial worries.” (Jules 
Renard) 
